Our question delves into the nature of early universe vacuum fields, and if this initial vacuum field corresponds to a configuration of early universe space-time at the start of inflation. The answer as to this came out due to wanting to know if a cosmological constant, as given in the Einstein field equations is commensurate with the byproduct of squeezed states. We compare our answer, with the influx of energy as given by a modified Heinsenberg uncertainty principle, at the start of the inflationary era. The so called influx of energy is tied into the squeezed state phenomena as written up in the onset of this article. The impetus to writing this document came from Dr. Karim, in an e mail which the author relates to, in the introduction. Our claim is that the smallness of 1 tt g δ  is what is driving the existence of the squeezed states.
collapse under its own gravity. But this does not happen-that is one reason why the cosmological constant cannot be the vacuum field. Why?
Answering this question delves into what the initial state of the universe should be, in terms of a flux of energy and space-time, and how this relates to squeezed states. To start this up, we will review first an HUP used in the initial configuration of space-time and tie it into initial squeezed states, and then from there ask about forming an initial vacuum field. Our supposition is that this vacuum field is, indeed commensurate with the initial idea of forming a cosmological "constant". To start this off, we will introduce first the modified HUP, as formed by the author in [2] which is the influx of space-time the author then uses to create squeezed states. The work done in [2] is relevant to [3] where we look at how worm holes connect gravitational waves, as far as initial vacuum states.
Specifically, we state a new HUP formalism to come up with a change of energy expression. This change in energy will be one of the inputs into our varying over time, the cosmological constant. And the cosmological constant would be ruled out as the vacuum energy.
Looking at a Modified HUP, as an Energy "Driver" to the Squeezed States
We will first of all, look at the inner dynamics of the metric tensor fluctuation. To do this we encompass the following background. We will next discuss the implications of this point in the next section, of a non-zero smallest scale factor. Secondly the fact we are working with a massive graviton, as given will be given some credence as to when we obtain a lower bound, as will come up in our derivation of modification of the values [2] . 
The reasons for saying this set of values for the variation of the non tt g metric will be in the 3 rd section and it is due to the smallness of the square of the scale factor in the vicinity of Planck time interval.
Begin with the starting point of [4] [5]
We will be using the approximation given by Unruh [4] [5], of a generalization we will write as ( 
If we use the following, from the Roberson-Walker metric [2] .
( ) 
This Equation (6) is such that we can extract, up to a point the HUP principle for uncertainty in time and energy, if we use the fluid approximation of space-time [2] .
( )
Then [2] ( )
Then, Equation (6) and Equation (7) and Equation (8) imply
How likely is ( )
Not going to happen. The basic issue is, given as follows
Here, up to a point we are going to be writing, having, if we model the scale factor by
Today's-value min 3 1
For our purposes, this corresponds to having α   fairly large but not infinite, but also the decisive factor in the reduction of energy density i.e. that even in the Pre Planck-ian regime, that the energy density be positioned for a dramatic drop in value, this so in fact that the resulting value of tt g ∆ be very small. We will from both of these two entries obtain the following, From Equation (10) we find that if we are starting off with the dimensional scaling of [6] 2 Einstein-Const.
Radius-Universe
which in turn may help us understand when the formation of this value occurred, i.e. [7] ( ) ( )
We are supposing that Equations (12), (27) , (39) and Equations (13), (28), (40) holds at the formation of a Schwartzshield mass of the Universe radius. Also, here is our candidate as to the formation of an initial time step. As given.
Then, up to a point, if the above is in terms of seconds, and N sufficiently large, we could be talking about an initial non zero entropy, along the lines of the number of nucleated particles, at the start of the cosmological era. As given by making use of quantum infinite statistics as well as our adaptation of it [8] .
Initial entropy would be small, but non zero, and would be affected by g * strongly, i.e. the initial degrees of freedom assume would play a major role as far as how initial entropy and initial time steps would be initiated.
Therefore we have commenced setting up, from the background of the modified.
HUP, modus operandi as to early universe initial conditions and the set up of what will be generic squeezing.
All this can be summed up as follows ( ) Before 1000
Let us now go to the matter of what leads to squeezed states. This is extremely important.
The change in energy, as given in E ∆ is enormous, i.e. almost equivalent to the entire energy budget of the Universe, at the start of the big bang, hence, to keep the minimum time step as larger than or equal to zero. How we form the change in energy will lead directly to the matter of squeezed states, which is next. i.e. what we are doing, next, is to utilize the information assumed in Equation (16) , after making a detour into squeezed state formalism.
Background as to the Physics of What Forms Squeezed States
We are coming up with a simple scaling procedure as to link the possible changes of the cosmological "constant" with.
Secondly, we look for a way to link initial energy states, which may be pertinent to entropy, in a way which permits an increase in entropy from 10 10 at the start of the big bang to about 10 100 today.
One such way to conflate entropy with an initial cosmological constant may be of some help, i.e. if threshold value, and the cube of Planck length, one may be able to look at coming up with an initial value for a cosmological constant as given by Max Λ as given by [9] .
A way to tie in this maximum value of the vacuum energy version of the cosmological constant, in Equation (17) is to write [10] .
We submit that the essence of the squeezed state phenomena is due to the import of ( ) ( ) ( )
i.e. the following ratio is what distinguished squeezed states from the non squeezed states (
Planck Planck
i.e. the fact we have 1 tt g δ  indicates initial squeezing, of states, and I will define, here the initial vacuum energy as
Then the maximum cosmological constant, is, instead defined by the ratio.
( ) ( )
Our claim, is that the smallness of 1 tt g δ  is what is driving the existence of the Squeezed states. We will be commenting upon this directly.
Once we get out of the regime for smallness of 1 tt g δ  , we then recover having the Padmanabhan analysis of Equation (18) 
Here, the idea would be, possibly to make the following equivalence, namely look at, ( )
Note that in the case that quantum effects become highly significant, that the contribution as given by ( ) [14] .
One arguably needs a different venue as to how to produce entropy initially, and the way the author intends to present entropy, initially is through initial graviton production. The question of if gravitons, especially high frequency gravitons, can be detected will compose the last part of the manuscript.
To start off with, consider what if entropy were in a near 1-1 relations with, in initially very strongly curved space time with information.
We intend to put a structure in, which may influence the evolution, and to do it in terms of known squeezed state dynamics. 
How Squeezed State Conditions at the Onset of Inflation Affects Usual Attempts at Measurement of Coherent Relic Graviton
with (27) leads to a single mode squeezed coherent state, as they define it via [15] .
The right hand side. of Equation (27) given above becomes a highly non classical operator, i.e. in the limit that the super position of states
there is a many particle version of a "vacuum state" which has highly non classical We should note that the rest of this digression comes straight from [16] and the reader is encouraged to go to the second part of that article, and to, in fact, go to what is most relevant to the matter of our analysis, which is, as follows.
In [16] the author recites as given by Grishchkuk, [17] the existence of a representation of gravitons in the early universe. i.e. to whit, after derivations, Grishkuk, writes
Then there are two possible solutions to the S.E. Grishchuk created in 1989 [17] , one a non squeezed state, and another a squeezed state. So in general we work with
The non squeezed state has a parameter ( ) 
Taking Grishchuck's formalism literally, a state for a graviton/GW is not affected by squeezing when we are looking at an initial frequency, so that 
A reasonable research task would be to determine, whether or not ( ) To do this we invoke transfer of matter-energy from a prior universe, to our present, This discussion is to present a not so well known but useful derivation of how instanton structure from a prior universe may be transferred from a prior to the present universe.
i.e. we look at reading off of data from the following line element [13] where we leave open the issue of if there is a change of the Cosmological constant in Equation (32) along the lines of Park [11] .
Our question is as follows. Does Equation (35) 1) The solution as taken from L. Crowell's (2005) book [13] , and re produced here, has many similarities with the WKB method. i.e. it is semi CLASSICAL.
2) Left unsaid is what embedding structure is assumed. 
This has when we do it 
In order to do this, we can write out the following for the solutions to Equation (33) above.
( ) ( 
This has:
This assumes that the cosmological vacuum energy parameter has a temperature dependence as outlined by Park (2003) [11] , leading to ( ) ( ) ( )
As a wave functional solution to a Wheeler-De-Witt equation bridging two spacetimes, similar to two space-times with "instantaneous" transfer of thermal heat, as given by Crowell (2005) [13] ( )
This has ( ) The question which will be investigated is if Equation (40) is a way to present either a squeezed or un squeezed state. In the context of worm hole physics?
Further Representation of Squeezed and Unsqueezed States, Based on the Wheeler De Witt Equation for Wormholes
A way forward is to note that Prado Martin-Moruno, Pedro F. Gonzalez-Diaz in July article [20] , of ( )
This leads to the effective utilization of the issues brought up in Ref. [21] .
Now in the case of what can be done with the worm hole used by Crowell, with, if 
where the ij g for the Weiner-Nordstrom metric will be the same line element as Equation (32).
Note that in reviewing was given in terms of reviewing the feasibility of unsqueezed and squeezed light, and the mathematical consistency of Equation (32) as given above.
The Warning Given by Weiss as Far as the Limits of Relic Detection. Considerations Related by Weiss and Dr. Li as Far as Relic Detection
The main problem in these assumptions about how likely one can measure GW at all is in the assumed impossibility of measuring a "strain factor" 
For LIGO systems, and their derivatives, the usual statistics and technologies of present lasers as bench marked by available steady laser in puts appear to limit
The problem is that as Weiss explained to the author, one of the most active, and perhaps guaranteed to obtain GW sources involves the interaction of super massive black holes in the center of colliding galaxies, which would need Fangyu Li, and the author has copied his response as follows, [22] .
Quote:
"The most serious is that a background strain 
